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say for themselves. I think the Supreme Court was
right in saying that under the terms of the Regulating
Act persons employed by the Company to collect the
revenue were subject to its jurisdiction, and that whether
they were paid by salary or by the profits of a farming
contract they were equally within its words. I think it
probable that Impey individually was right in saying that
the intention of those who framed the act was that this
should be the case, as their object was to protect the
cultivators and proprietors against the oppressions of the
collectors of the revenue.

I think the farmers of the revenue were probably
right in saying that if they were subjected to the
jurisdiction of the High Court they would not be able to
collect the revenue. In other words, I think that a good
deal of what English law would regard as oppression
would be necessary for the prompt and regular collection
of the revenue, and that if the farmers were made liable
to actions in the Supreme Court for all their oppressive
proceedings they would find themselves greatly hampered
in their collections, and deprived of the position which
fear gave them over the cultivators.

I think, lastly, that the authors of the Regulating Act
were right in thinking that it was an object of the first
importance to protect the cultivators against oppression
at the hands of the collectors of revenue.

The fault lay in the clumsiness of the remedy provided
by the establishment of the Supreme Court.

Outside Calcutta it could be of no use except under
conditions which did not exist in India, and though
intended to prevent oppression, and honestly employed
by the Judges for that purpose, it succeeded only in
introducing a remedy nearly as bad as the disease.